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Appendix B: Appendix G Modifications 

1. Introduction 

The California Natural Resources Agency adopted revisions to the CEQA Guidelines 

(Guidelines) that became effective on December 28, 2018. The revisions to the 

Guidelines included revisions to the Guidelines’ Appendix G—Environmental Checklist 

Form (Appendix G). The revisions to Appendix G were adopted largely to reduce 

redundancy, provide additional clarity, and align Appendix G with California appellate 

court and Supreme Court decisions and changes to the Public Resources Code. The 

revised Guidelines, including the revised Appendix G Environmental Checklist, apply 

prospectively and only to steps in the CEQA process not yet undertaken by the effective 

date of the revisions.1 The revised Guidelines do not apply to CEQA documents that were 

sent out for public review (i.e., released for public review and comment) before the 

effective date of the revised Guidelines.2 The Draft EIR’s initial 48-day public review 

period commenced on April 12, 2018 and was scheduled to end on May 29, 2018. A 15-

day extension was added to the public review period extending the review date until June 

13, 2018 for a total of 63 days. Therefore, the revisions to Appendix G do not apply to the 

Draft EIR or this Final EIR. Nonetheless, for informational purposes only, a discussion of 

the revised Appendix G Environmental Checklist Form, as it relates to the analysis 

provided in the Draft EIR and this Final EIR, is provided below.  

2. Modifications to Appendix G of the CEQA 
Guidelines 

As discussed above, the revisions to Appendix G were adopted largely to reduce 

redundancy, provide additional clarity and to align Appendix G with California appellate 

court and Supreme Court decisions and changes to the Public Resources Code. An 

overview of the modifications to Appendix G is provided below by environmental topic, 

along with an explanation of how the modified Appendix G questions have been 

addressed in the Draft EIR, including within the Initial Study, provided as Appendix A-1 of 

the Draft EIR. A discussion of the modified Appendix G questions with respect to 

Alternative 5, including ways in which the modified Appendix G questions have been 

addressed in this Final EIR, is also included below. 

 Aesthetics (Checklist Item I): Modifications to checklist questions clarify that in 

urbanized areas such as the Project Site, visual character and quality of public 

views are not considered, apart from a determination of a project’s consistency 

with regulations that govern scenic quality. (Checklist Question I.c) No 

modifications were made to Checklist Questions I.a, I.b, and I.d. As discussed in 

                                            
1  CEQA Guidelines Section 15007(b) 
2  CEQA Guidelines Section 15007(c) 
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detail in Section IV.A, Aesthetics, of the Draft EIR as to the Project, and in Section 

1, Subsection d), Evaluation of Impacts, of Chapter III, Revisions, Clarifications, 

and Corrections of this Final EIR, as to Alternative 5, the Project and Alternative 5 

would be consistent with the requirements of Checklist Questions I.a through I.d. 

Modifications to the checklist question provide for an exemption under Section 

21099, but this is not applicable to either the Project or Alternative 5 since the 

Project Site is not located within a transit priority area.  

 Agriculture and Forestry Resources (Checklist Item II): This checklist item was 

not updated as part of the modifications. The checklist questions, which are not 

applicable to the Project or Alternative 5, were responded to in the Initial Study, 

included as Appendix A-1 of the Draft EIR. 

 Air Quality (Checklist Item III): Checklist questions were modified to delete 

Checklist Question III.b regarding violation of air quality standards, modify 

Checklist Question III.c (now III.b) to remove language regarding the release of 

emissions which exceed quantitative thresholds for ozone precursors as pertaining 

to cumulative increases in criteria pollutants, and to modify Checklist Question III.e 

(now III.d) regarding odors. All of the questions in the updated Appendix G 

checklist are addressed in Section IV.B, Air Quality, of the Draft EIR as to the 

Project and in Section 1, Subsection d), Evaluation of Impacts, of Chapter III, 

Revisions, Clarifications, and Corrections of this Final EIR, as to Alternative 5.  

 Biological Resources (Checklist Item IV): Checklist Question IV.c has been 

modified to remove the reference to Section 404 of the Clean Water Act. All of the 

questions in the updated Appendix G checklist have been addressed in Section 

IV.C, Biological Resources, of the Draft EIR as to the Project and in Section 1, 

Subsection d), Evaluation of Impacts, of Chapter III, Revisions, Clarifications, and 

Corrections of this Final EIR, as to Alternative 5. The updates to Appendix G do 

not affect the analysis of biological resources provided therein. 

 Cultural Resources (Checklist Item V): Modifications to checklist questions 

consist of a minor word change to Checklist Question V.a and moving Checklist 

Question V.c, which relates to paleontological resources, to Section VII, Geology 

and Soils, of the Appendix G checklist. All of the questions in the updated Appendix 

G checklist have been addressed in Section IV.D, Cultural Resources, of the Draft 

EIR as to the Project and in Section 1, Subsection d), Evaluation of Impacts, of 

Chapter III, Revisions, Clarifications, and Corrections of this Final EIR as to 

Alternative 5.  

 Energy (New Checklist Item VI): The modifications include energy as a separate 

subsection and incorporate language from Appendix F of the CEQA Guidelines. 

Checklist questions pertinent to wasteful or unnecessary consumption of energy 

(Checklist Question VI.a) and conflict with a state or local plan for renewable 

energy (Checklist Question VI.b) were addressed in Chapter VIII, Energy 
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Conservation and Infrastructure, of the Draft EIR as to the Project and in Section 

1, Subsection d), Evaluation of Impacts, of Chapter III, Revisions, Clarifications, 

and Corrections of this Final EIR as to Alternative 5.  

 Geology and Soils (Checklist Item VII): Checklist questions have been modified 

to focus on both the direct and indirect adverse effects associated with geologic 

hazards and expansive soils and to move the analysis of paleontological resources 

to this topic from the Cultural Resources subsection (new Checklist Question VII.f). 

All of the questions in the updated Appendix G checklist have been addressed in 

Section IV.C, Geology and Soils, of the Draft EIR as to the Project and in Section 

1, Subsection d), Evaluation of Impacts, of Chapter III, Revisions, Clarifications, 

and Corrections of this Final EIR as to Alternative 5.  

 Greenhouse Gas Emissions (Checklist Item VIII): Checklist questions were not 

changed as part of the modifications. All of the questions in the updated 

Appendix G checklist have been addressed in Section IV.F, Greenhouse Gas 

Emissions, of the Draft EIR as to the Project and in Section 1, Subsection d), 

Evaluation of Impacts, of Chapter III, Revisions, Clarifications, and Corrections 

of this Final EIR Alternative 5.  

 Hazards and Hazardous Materials (Checklist Item IX): Checklist questions were 

revised to delete Checklist Question VIII.f regarding safety hazards associated with 

proximity to a private airstrip and to clarify that Checklist Question VIII.g (formerly 

Checklist Question VIII.h) addresses impacts associated with wildland fires. All of 

the questions in the updated Appendix G checklist have been addressed in the 

Initial Study, included as Appendix A-1 of the Draft EIR. All issue areas, including 

physical interference with an adopted emergency response plan and direct or 

indirect exposure to the risk of wildfire fires, were determined to be less than 

significant and further analysis in the Draft EIR was not required. As discussed in 

Section 1, Subsection d), Evaluation of Impacts, of Chapter III, Revisions, 

Clarifications, and Corrections of this Final EIR, issues regarding hazards and 

hazardous materials would be the same under Alternative 5. 

 Hydrology and Water Quality (Checklist Item X): Former checklist questions IX.a, 

IX.b. and IX.c were revised to provide clarification and eliminate redundancy. 

Former Checklist Questions IX.d through IX.j were eliminated and replaced with 

new Checklist Question X.d related to flooding and X.e related to implementation 

of a water quality control plan. The checklist questions related to water quality, 

groundwater, and hydrology are addressed in Section IV.G, Hydrology and Water 

Quality, of the Draft EIR as to the Project, and in Section 1, Subsection d), 

Evaluation of Impacts, of Chapter III, Revisions, Clarifications, and Corrections of 

this Final EIR as to Alternative 5. Impacts related to flooding are responded to in 

the Initial Study included as Appendix A-1 of the Draft EIR.  
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 Land Use and Planning (Checklist Item XI): Former Checklist Question X.b has 

been revised to focus on conflicts with any land use plan, policy, or regulation 

adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect (new 

Checklist Question XI.a). Former Checklist Question X.c has been deleted, as it 

addressed habitat conservation plans, which are already addressed under the 

Biological Resources checklist questions. All of the questions in the updated 

Appendix G checklist have been addressed in Section IV.H, Land Use, of the Draft 

EIR as to the Project and in Section 1, Subsection d), Evaluation of Impacts, of 

Chapter III, Revisions, Clarifications, and Corrections of this Final EIR as to 

Alternative 5.  

 Mineral Resources (Checklist Item XII): The checklist questions were not updated 

as part of the modifications. These questions are not applicable to the Project or 

Alternative 5 and are responded to in the Initial Study, included as Appendix A-1 

of the Draft EIR.  

 Noise (Checklist Question XIII): Former Checklist Questions XII.a and XII.b were 

revised in Checklist Question XIII.a and XIII.b to focus on impacts associated with 

the generation of noise and vibration noise levels. In addition, former Checklist 

Questions XII.c, XII.d, and XII.f were deleted, as they were redundant, and 

Checklist Question XII.e was revised as Checklist Question XIII.c. Modified 

Checklist Questions XIII.a and XIII.b are fully addressed in Section IV.I, Noise, of 

the Draft EIR as to the Project and in Section 1, Subsection d), Evaluation of 

Impacts, of Chapter III, Revisions, Clarifications, and Corrections of this Final EIR 

as to Alternative 5. Former Checklist Question XII.e (now XIII.c) is not applicable 

to the Project or Alternative 5 and is addressed in the Initial Study, included as 

Appendix A-1 of the Draft EIR.  

 Population and Housing (Checklist Item XIV): Former Checklist Question XIII.a 

was clarified in XIV.a, to focus on potential impacts associated with unplanned 

growth, and Checklist Questions XIII.b and XIII.c were combined into Checklist 

Question XIV.b. The checklist question regarding population and housing is not 

pertinent to the Project or Alternative 5 and was responded to in the Initial Study, 

included as Appendix A-1 of the Draft EIR. 

 Public Services (Checklist Item XV): These checklist questions were not updated 

as part of the modifications. The pertinent checklist questions regarding police and 

fire services are responded to in Sections IV.J.1, Public Services—Fire Protection 

and IV.J.2 Police Protection, of the Draft EIR as to the Project and in Section 1, 

Subsection d), Evaluation of Impacts, of Chapter III, Revisions, Clarifications, and 

Corrections of this Final EIR as to Alternative 5. Checklist questions related to 

Public Services, including Libraries, Schools, Parks, and Other Public Facilities, 

are responded to in the Initial Study, included as Appendix A-1 of the Draft EIR, 

and would similarly be non-applicable to Alternative 5. 
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 Recreation (Checklist Item XVI): This checklist question was not updated as part 

of the modifications and is not pertinent to the Project or Alternative 5. The 

applicable checklist questions XVI.a, and XVI.b are responded to in the Initial 

Study, included as Appendix A-1 of the Draft EIR and would be the same under 

Alternative 5. 

 Transportation (Checklist Item XVII): Former Checklist Questions XVI.a and XVI.f 

were combined into new Checklist Question XVII.a, and clarified to focus on 

conflicts with a program, plan, ordinance, or policy addressing the circulation 

system. Former Checklist Question XVI.c regarding airport traffic safety was 

eliminated, as airport traffic safety is already addressed under the Hazards and 

Hazardous Materials questions, discussed above. Former Checklist Question 

XVI.d (now Checklist Question XVI.c) was revised to add “geometric” for clarity. All 

of the topics in these questions were addressed as part of the analyses within 

Section IV.K, Transportation/Traffic, of the Draft EIR as to the Project and in 

Section 1, Subsection d), Evaluation of Impacts, of Chapter III, Revisions, 

Clarifications, and Corrections of this Final EIR as to Alternative 5.  

Checklist Question XVI.b was revised to address consistency with CEQA 

Guidelines Section 15064.3, subdivision (b), which relates to use of vehicle miles 

traveled (VMT) as the methodology for evaluating traffic impacts. Starting on July 

1, 2020, changes to the CEQA Guidelines took effect which require local agencies 

to analyze traffic impacts using vehicle miles traveled (VMT) instead of LOS, the 

method used in the Draft EIR’s Traffic Study. To implement the use of VMT, the 

Los Angeles Department of Transportation (LADOT) has developed 

Transportation Assessment Guidelines (TAG) screening criteria that apply to any 

project that did not receive its entitlements prior to July 1, 2020. LADOT’s TAG 

screening criteria provide that a project is not required to analyze VMT if it does 

not generate a net increase of 250 or more daily vehicle trips.  As explained below, 

both the Project and Alternative 5 will generate an average of less than 250 

weekday vehicle trips per day across an entire year, and therefore fall below the 

threshold LADOT uses to determine whether a VMT analysis is required for a 

project. 

A VMT analysis, unlike LOS and street segment analyses, is not concerned with a 

worst-case impact on a given day, but rather looks to total VMT and its impact on 

greenhouse gas emissions. Unlike an office or residential project that adds new 

daily vehicle trips as a result of workers driving to and from work or residents 

driving to and from their homes, the Project and Alternative 5 will not add vehicle 

trips on a daily basis. Instead, the Project and Alternative 5 would add vehicle trips 

only on those days on which an Other Wellness/Sports Activities event, Health and 

Wellness Speaker Series event, or a Summer Sports Camp will be held on 

Campus.  
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LADOT specifically determined that Alternative 5 does not meet the VMT analysis 

threshold of 250 daily trips because, based upon the frequency of new events and 

new daily trip caps, Alternative 5 will generate approximately only 81 average daily 

weekday vehicle trips under a worst-case scenario. Using the same methodology 

that was approved by LADOT to make this determination with respect to 

Alternative 5, the Project would generate approximately 205 average daily 

weekday vehicle trips under a worst-case scenario, also falling below the 250 

weekday vehicle trips per day threshold.  

Alternative 5 reduces the Project’s approximately 205 average daily weekday 

vehicle trips by more than half, to 81, through a reduction in the frequency of new 

Wellness Pavilion events and the incorporation of new traffic Project Design 

Features (PDFs) that would reduce trip generation. Alternative 5’s operational 

changes and new traffic PDFs are fully discussed in Chapter III, Revisions, 

Clarifications, and Corrections of this Final EIR. Alternative 5 restricts Other 

Wellness/Sports Activities events to a maximum of 12 times per year, as compared 

to 48 times per year under the Project, thereby reducing the number of days when 

any new vehicle trips will be generated. Alternative 5 also incorporates new PDFs 

PDF-TRAF-12 and PDF-TRAF-14, restricting total daily outside guest vehicle trips 

for the Wellness Pavilion on days when an Other Wellness/Sports Activities and 

Health and Wellness Speaker Series event is held to 310, and total daily Wellness 

Pavilion vehicle trips on days when a Summer Sports Camp is held to 236 trips. 

Alternative 5 also includes PDF-TRAF-18, which requires total vehicle trips for the 

Campus to remain below the levels of 2016 baseline trip counts taken for the 

Campus. New trips generated by Alternative 5 during the school year will be 

generated only by outside guests of new events, which generally will be the same 

or similar user groups as outside guests who come to the Campus for existing 

events (friends and family of students and faculty, faculty of other institutions in the 

Los Angeles area, members of the community, etc.), and drawn from 

approximately the same geographic area. During the summer, Alternative 5’s new 

trips will be generated by campers and staff of Summer Sports Camps, with many 

of the campers expected to be from the surrounding community and no further 

than the geographic area of current outside guests who visit the Campus and 

MSMU students, faculty, and staff. Because the outside guests who will generate 

Alternative 5’s new trips will be drawn from the same or closer geographic area as 

existing users, the new trips should be, on average, of approximately the same 

length as existing trips. Because overall trip lengths are not being increased by 

either the Project or Alternative 5, yet PDF-TRAF-18 will reduce total trips to 

Campus, total VMT generated by the Campus, inclusive of all VMT generated by 

Alternative 5, will be below 2016 levels. 

 Tribal Cultural Resources (Checklist Item XVIII): Applicable checklist questions 

were not updated as part of the modifications and are responded to in Section IV.L, 

Tribal Cultural Resources, of the Draft EIR as to the Project and in Section 1, 
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Subsection d), Evaluation of Impacts, of Chapter III, Revisions, Clarifications, and 

Corrections of this Final EIR as to Alternative 5.  

 Utilities and Service Systems (Checklist Item XIX): Former checklist questions 

were revised to reduce redundancy. Specifically, Checklist Question XVIII.a was 

eliminated, as wastewater treatment was already addressed in former Checklist 

Question XVIII.e (now Checklist Question XIX.c). In addition, former Checklist 

Questions XVIII.b and XVIII.c were combined to address all infrastructure types in 

one question (now Checklist Question XIX.a) and to include the addition of 

telecommunications. Former Checklist Question XVIII.d regarding water supply 

was also updated to clarify that the analysis of water supply should include 

reasonably foreseeable future development during normal, dry and multiple dry 

years. Former Checklist Questions XVIII.f and XVIII.g regarding solid waste 

impacts were also clarified in new Checklist Questions XIX.d and XIX.e. 

With regard to telecommunications, the Project and Alternative 5 would require 

construction of new on-site telecommunications infrastructure to serve the new 

building and potential upgrades and/or relocation of existing telecommunications 

infrastructure. Construction impacts associated with the installation of 

telecommunications infrastructure would primarily involve trenching in order to 

place the lines below surface. When considering impacts resulting from the 

installation of any required telecommunications infrastructure, all impacts are of a 

relatively short duration and would cease to occur when installation is complete. 

Installation of new telecommunications infrastructure would be limited to on-site 

telecommunications distribution and minor off-site work associated with 

connections to the public system. Any work that may affect services to the existing 

telecommunications lines would be coordinated with service providers. In addition, 

on-site and off- site construction work associated with utilities was addressed 

within the Draft EIR as to the Project and in Section 1, Subsection d), Evaluation 

of Impacts, of Chapter III, Revisions, Clarifications, and Corrections of this Final 

EIR as to Alternative 5. Installation of new telecommunications infrastructure would 

be within the scope of the construction impacts analyzed in the Draft EIR and would 

be addressed by implementation of the Construction Management Plan under both 

the Project and Alternative 5. Thus, impacts would be less than significant for both 

the Project and Alternative 5. All of the remaining topics (i.e., water, wastewater, 

and solid waste) raised in these questions are already covered in Sections IV.M.1, 

Utilities and Service Systems—Wastewater; IV.M.2, Utilities and Service 

Systems—Water; and IV.M.3, Utilities and Service Systems—Solid Waste, of the 

Draft EIR as to the Project and in Section 1, Subsection d), Evaluation of Impacts, 

of Chapter III, Revisions, Clarifications, and Corrections of this Final EIR as to 

Alternative 5. 

 Wildfire (New Checklist Item XX): This checklist topic was individually added as 

part of the Appendix G update. Wildfire concerns pertain to projects that are 

located in, or near, state responsibility areas or lands, classified as very high fire 
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hazard severity zones (VFHSZs). Because of the hilly topography, population 

density, and the proximity to natural brush hillside areas within the Santa Monica 

Mountains, the Brentwood Community to the north of Sunset Boulevard is 

classified as a Very High Fire Hazard Severity Zone (VHFSZ). The VHFSZ 

designation includes the entire Campus and adjacent area. Therefore, the 

following section addresses the four wildfire thresholds that would be pertinent to 

the Project or Alternative 5 and indicates how fire truck access would be provided 

under Alternative 5, as represented in Figure 1 (Appendix B), Alternative 5, Fire 

Truck Access, below. As under the Project, fire truck access would be provided 

around the perimeter of the Project Site. 

XX. Wildfire. If located in or near state responsibility area or lands classified as very 
high fire hazard severity zones, would the project: 

a) Substantially impair an adopted emergency response plan or emergency 

evacuation plan? 

Less than Significant Impact.  

Historic Wildland Fires in the Vicinity of the Campus 

Brush fires are a major threat to life and property throughout the region due to unique 

fuel, terrain, and climatic conditions. This hazard is especially great when dry “Santa Ana” 

winds arrive, usually in the fall and winter seasons, as evidenced by the recent 2019 

“Getty” Wildfire and 2017 wildfires referred to as the “Skirball Fire” in the Bel Air 

neighborhood of the City of Los Angeles, the “Creek Fire” in the Sylmar neighborhood of 

the City of Los Angeles, and the “Thomas Fire” in Ventura and Santa Barbara Counties. 

The “Getty” Fire affected approximately 745 acres in the Brentwood neighborhood, 

destroying 10 residential structures and damaging 15 residential structures.3 The “Skirball 

Fire” affected approximately 422 acres in the Bel Air neighborhood, destroying six 

structures and damaging 12 structures.4 The “Creek Fire” affected the area four miles 

east of Sylmar in the San Gabriel Mountains, burning 15,619 acres, destroying 123 

structures, and damaging 81 structures.5 The November 2020 Brentwood Brush Fire is 

the most recent fire in the area around the Campus. The Brentwood Brush Fire caused 

the temporary closure of I-405 but did not result in any structural damage.  

                                            
3  Los Angeles Fire Department, Getty Fire, https://www.lafd.org/news/getty-fire accessed March 18, 

2021. 
4 Los Angeles Fire Department, Skirball Fire Update, http://www.lafd.org/news/skirball-fire-update, 

accessed February 22, 2018, as cited in the Hollywood Community Plan Draft EIR Update, November 
2018. 

5 National Wildfire Coordinating Group, InciWeb Incident Information System, Creek Fire, 
https://inciweb.nwcg.gov/incident/5669/, accessed February 22, 2018, as cited in the Hollywood 
Community Plan Draft EIR Update, November 2018. 

https://www.lafd.org/news/getty-fire








https://www.lafd.org/about/special-operations/air-operations
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Construction  

During construction of the Wellness Pavilion under either the Project or Alternative 5, prior 

to the installation of drainage improvements on the Project Site, existing down drains and 

storm drains would be cleared of debris and discharge to locations where the water will 

not adversely affect slopes to the east and west. Concrete swales and down drains would 

be cleared of debris to allow runoff to flow towards existing outlet devices. The contractor 

would implement storm water pollution prevention practices during construction, including 

sandbags, plastic sheeting, asphalt berms, etc., that would divert water away from slopes 

during construction. Therefore, existing conditions with respect to runoff onto the adjacent 

slopes are expected to improve during construction, and construction of the Project or 

Alternative 5 would not result in runoff associated with post-fire slope instability or 

drainage changes, exposing people or structures to significant risks. Impacts would be 

less than significant during construction.  

Operation 

Risks of post-wildfire flooding and landslide in the vicinity of the Project Site are primarily 

on the slopes to the east and west. The Project Site is a completely developed site, and 

existing improvements on the Project Site consist primarily of several surface parking lots 

and two tennis courts, which, as generally impermeable surfaces, result in partially 

undirected surface flow of runoff that could contribute to flows down the east and west 

slopes. The Project and Alternative 5 would implement drainage changes on the Project 

Site, including those required by the City’s Low Impact Development Ordinance, that 

would divert runoff away from the slopes and into the Campus storm drainage system. 

Under the Project and Alternative 5’s rainwater collection system, as discussed in Section 

IV.G, Hydrology and Water Quality, and of the Draft EIR, Chapter III, Corrections and 

Additions, of this Final EIR, surface water would be redirected away from slope edges 

and towards suitable disposal locations such as storm drain inlets and area drains. Runoff 

directed through the Campus storm drainage system would flow along curbs on Chalon 

Road down to Bundy Drive, and into the City’s storm drainage system. According to the 

hydrology study prepared by KPFF Consulting Engineers in consultation with the City of 

Los Angeles, Department of Public Works, Engineering Division, Street Sewer and 

Stormwater Design, no flooding conditions exceeding existing capacity have been 

observed or identified in the Chalon Road/Bundy Drive collection system or in the storm 

drain at Bundy Drive and La Casa Lane.  

The Project and Alternative 5 would therefore reduce uncontrolled stormwater flowing 

over the tops of slopes that could contribute to slope instability by diverting water from the 

nearby slopes and into the Campus storm drainage system. Controlling surface flows 

would reduce the risk to structures and people located at the bottom of the slopes to the 

east and west relative to existing conditions. Therefore, operation of the Project or 

Alternative 5 would not result in runoff associated with post-fire slope instability or 

drainage changes, exposing people or structures to significant risks. Impacts would be 

less than significant during operation.   
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